294 . FOOD; DRUG, '‘AND:COSMETIC ACT [F.N.J.

'NATUEE ‘oF Cmarer: Adulteration, -Section 402 (a) (8), the product. consisted
“Uin-whole 6t in part of a decomposed. substance by reason of the presence of
..decomposed fish, Misbranding, Section 403..(a); the label statements
“Fancy ¥ * * Product of Peru” were false and misleading since the product
_ ‘was not of fancy grade and was not a product of Peru; and, Section 403 (e) (2),
“the product failed to bear a label containing an -accurate statement of the
quantity of the contents since the cans contained less than the labeled 7 ounces.
The product was adulterated when introduced into and while in interstate
.. .commerce and was misbranded Wh11e held for sale after sh1pment in interstate
commerce,
DisposrTioN : May 26, 1952. Default decree of condemnation and de_st_ruct_ion.

’19634 Mlsbrandmg of canned tuna. U. S. v. 110 Cases * *» % (F, D. C.: No.
84216, Sample No. 41899-L.) '

Liser FILEp: November 12, 1952, District of Utah.

,,ALLEGED SHIPMENT On or about October 17, 1952 by the Howard Termmal
from Oakland Cahf

PrODUCT: 110 cases, each contammg 48  6l4-ounce cans, of tuna at Salt Lake
‘City, Utah... . . _

LABEL, IN Parr: “Standby Royal Hawaiian -Brand,. Chunk -Style. Tuna in
Soya Oil.” ‘ -

NATURE oF CHARGE: Misbranding, Section 403((a) the label designation “Chunk
Style Tuna in Soya Oil” was false and m1s1eadmg 'smce the product was
packed in -cottonseed oil. ' :

" DisposITION: December 12, 1952, The Paolﬁc Gamble Roblnson Oo tradmg as
the Pacific Fruit and Produce Co., cla1mant having consented to the entry of a
decree, judgment of condemnation was entered and the court-ordered that the
product be released under bond to be relabeled under the superwslon of the

i+ Federal ‘Security Agency S v . ,

19635. Action to enjoin and restrain the interstate shipment of adulterated crab-
. meat. U.S.v. Pascagoula Crab Co. and John P. Lowe Consent decree
~ granting injunction. (Inj. No. 254.)

CoumpraINT F1rEp: September 24, 1952, Southern District of MlsS1ss1pp1, agamst

; . the. Pascagoula Crab Co., a partnershlp, Pasca@oula, Miss., and J ohn P Lowe,

. a partner in the partnership.

NATURE .0F. CHARGE: That the defendants had been .and were at. the tlme of
filing the complaint introducing and delivering for introduction into interstate

* coinmerce quantities of crabmeat which was adulterated in the following re-
spects : Section 402 (a) (8), the article consisted in part of a filthy substance
by reason of the presence of fecal E. coli; and, Section 402 (a) (4) the article

... had been and was still bemg prepared and packed under msamtary COndmons

Whereby it may have become contammated with filth.

.. The . complaint alleged further that the insanitary conditions in ‘the de-
fendants plant resulted from, and consisted of the presence. of ﬂles and poor
toilet facilities in the plant and general carelessness on the part of the de-
fendants in correcting the insanitary pract1ces of the employees in the plant;

- ‘that the defendants had been 'warned at the ‘time of various factory imspections
about the insanitary conditions; and that the defendants-still continued to
introduce adulterated crabmeat into interstate commerce.
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DisrostTion: October 8, 1952. The defendants having consented to the entry
of a decree, the court issued an order perpetually enjoining the defendants from
introducing, or delivering for -introduetion, into interstate commerce, crab- .

. -meat which was adulterated within the meaning of Sections 402 (a) (3)

and (4:)

19636 Adulteration of crabmeat ‘U. S. V. ‘83 Cans * * *, (F. D. C. No. 83966,
Sample No. 21384-L.) I

Liser Friep: On or about August 15, 1952 Southern District of Texas

ALLEGED SHIPMENT On or about August 12 1952, by the Pascagoula Crab Co.,
from Pascagoula, M1ss

ProvUcT: 83 1-pound cans of crabmeat at Houston, Tex. ,

NATURE oF CHARGE:. -Adulteration, Section 402 (a) (38), the product consisted
7in:whole or in part of a filthy substance; and Section 402 (a) (4), the product
was prepared under insanitary cond1t101_1s (The product was contammated
with E. coli of fecal origin.) ‘ -

DisposiTion : October 15,1952, Default decree of condemnation and destruction.

19637. Adulteration of oysters. U. S.v. 234 Cans, etc. (F.D. C. No. 34043. Sam-
ple Nos. 57442-L, 57443-L.). '

Lrser FEp: October 23, 1952, Northern Dlstnct of Ohlo

ALLEGED SEIPMENT: On or about October 21, 1952, by Seacoast Oyster 00 Inc s
from Baltimore, Md. S

Propuct: 268 pint cans of oysters at Warren,.Ohio.

LABEL, IN PART: “Lovely Lady Oysters »o

- NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 402 (b) (2), Water had been substi-
tuted in part for oysters; and, Section 402 (b) (4), water had been added to
the product and mixed and packed with it so as to increase its bulk or weIght

- and reduce its quality.

DISPOSITION October 29, 1952. The sole Interveners having admItted the al-
-legations in the libel, Judgment of condemnatlon and destruction was entered

19638. Adulteratlon and mxsbrandmg of oysters. U. S v, 224 Cans L R
' (F.-D. C. No. 34026. - Sample No. 4124-1L.)
Liser FrLep: October 17, 1952, Northern District of New York.
ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about October 13, 1952, by George Powley & Co., from
’ Wingate, Md. :

PropucT: 224 cans of oysters in: 2 barrels at Watertown N. Y
LaBEL, IN PART: ‘(Can) “Deliciots Oysters ‘One Pint Net.”

NATURE OF OHARGE- Adulteration, Section 402 (b)- (2), water had been substI-

" ‘tuted in part for oysters and, Section 402 (b) (&), water had been added to

" the article and mixed and packed with it so as to mcrease 1ts bulk or werght and

reduce its quality.

. T Migbranding, Section 403 (e) (1), the" artlcle was food in package form and
- ‘failed to bear a labelcontaining the mame and place of business of the manu-
- facturer, packer, or: distributor. R . 4
'DISPOSITION December 9 1952 -Default decree of condemnatmn and destruc-

‘ﬁon. : . L
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